COMMENTARY: TROTSKYISM

[Following is a translation of an article by No To Hun in
the Korean-language newspaper Nodong Sinmun (Labor News),
Pyongyang, 15 September 1966, pages 2, 3, and 4.]

Leninism, the Marxism of the era of proletarian revolution
against imperialism, developed amidst uncompromising struggle
against "left" right opportunism of various forms.

After World War I was finished and the October Revolution
was won, Marxism-Leninism could do nothing but fight "leftist"
opportunists, beginning with the revisionist remnants of the
Second Internationale. Of particular danger to Leninism at
this time was the kind of leftist opportunism called Trotskyism.

This was a representative kind of "leftist" opportunism
with extreme leftist "revolutionary" slogans and an adventurist
line which exerted an evil influence on Leninism.

Until the last movement, when he abandoned the revolution
which had been joined by the labor movement, Trotsky, a repre-
sentative of this kind, seriously defamed Leninism. He tried
to ruin the October Revolution and the great work of building
socialism in Russia. He engaged in divisive activities designed
to rob the labor movement.

Trotsky had confronted Lenin and the Bolshevik Party in
conspiracy with various opportunist elements since 1903. When
the great leader Lenin died and the time of his trial before
the Bolshevik Party approached, Trotsky took off his hypercrit-
ical mask and openly challenged Lenin and the communist movement.

In essence, Trotskyism was a "leftist" alliance, but at
the same time it was defeatism masked by "revolutionary" words.

Stalin said the following:

"True defeatism, 'left-wing' talk, and 'revolutionary'
adventurist actions in a public form covering up the defeatism --
these are the essentials of Trotskyism."

Trotskyism was a mature kind of opportunism which opposed
Leninism in its ideology, theory, tactics and principles.

Trotsky pulled out all kinds of "theories" and "tactics"
from advanced opportunist trends within the labor movement,
"systematized" them as his own and covered them with a "left-
wing" crust.

Some striking representative specimens of Trotsky's
work are "The Betrayal of the Revolution", "The Theory of Perm-
anent Revolution", "The True State of Affairs in Russia", "1095",
and "Lessons of October".

Stalin said that Trotskyism was the "most mature form of
opportunism" and that some forms "do not know how to disguise
their opportunism as slyly and skillfully with 'left-wing'
revolutionary words as Trotskyism". Stalin pointed out the
following concerning the class foundation of Trotskyism.

"It reflected both sides: Are the petit bourgeoisie of
the city, who are going down to ruin, unable to participate in
the 'system' of the dictatorship of the proletariat, or are they
to be ruined and leap 'immediately' to socialism? (This will
lead to policies of adventurism and hysteria.) Or, if this is
impossible, are they to devote everything to certain concessions
to capitalism? (This leads to a policy of defeatism.)"

Lenin had a deep insight into the unfaithful true
character of Trotsky, and branded him as a "master of idle talk
who likes empty words and boastful political speeches", the
"meanest egotist" and "a greater danger than our enemies".
Lenin always firmly rejected all of Trotsky's counter-revolution-
ary policies.

Stalin, the true successor of the great work of Lenin,
completed the struggle to expose and crush Trotskyism.

In a series of works including "On the Basis of Leninism",
"On Various Problems of Leninism", "The October Revolution and
the Tactics of Russian Communists", "On Socialist and Democratic
Trends Within Our Party", and "Another Discussion on Socialist
and Democratic Trends Within Our Party", Stalin clearly revealed
the true counter-revolutionary character and basic opportunism
of Trotskyism and firmly upheld the Leninist base.

In "On the Basis of Leninism", particularly, Stalin
defended Lenin's revolutionary theories and strategic tactics
and completely exposed Trotsky's evil desire to exchange
Trotskyism for Leninism. Stalin also fought strongly against
the Trotskyites who dared to challenge the Party and the
revolution and engage in vile destructive activities. He com-
pletely crushed the organization of their sectarian groups.

Lenin classified the ideological, political, organiza-
tional and tactical significance of Trotskyism as "pure adven-
turism".

Trotsky's theory of "permanent revolution" was the basic
starting point and foundation of his "leftist" adventuristic
standpoint.

Trotsky's absurd theory of "permanent revolution" advo-
cated an immediate socialist revolution, skipping over the
phase of democratic revolution and ignoring the principles of
revolutionary progress. Also, it called for a "rush" toward
"world revolution", not mentioning whether this socialist
revolution was to be carried out at the same time in Europe
and on the world stage without regard to the revolutionary
situation.

This was a counter-revolutionary theory which denied
the possibility of one nation winning its socialist revolution
and building socialism.

Lenin and Stalin called Trotsky's theory of "permanent
revolution" a "game for seizing political control" and "mode-
rate medicine for a superman".

The theory of "permanent revolution", which Trotsky
hawked noisily after 1905, was a spurious work which was a
corruption of Marx's thoughts on continuous revolution.

While explaining his thoughts on continuous revolution,
which was already one of the basic parts of Marxism in the
1840's, Marx proclaimed that, "The fighting slogan of the
workers must be 'continuous revolution'."

Lenin developed this idea of Marx one step more under the
new historic condition of imperialism.

On the basis of his analysis of Russia's social and
historic condition at that time, Lenin clearly stated his idea
that a democratic revolution is always a precondition for a
socialist revolution of the working class and that a democratic
revolution inevitably grows and develops into a socialist
revolution.

Lenin said the following:

"Just as it is impossible for victorious socialism not
to achieve complete democracy, the proletariat which does not
develop a general and complete struggle for democracy is
unable to prepare for victory over the bourgeoise."

Trotsky, on the other hand, distorted Marx' thoughts on
continuous revolution, unconditionally rejected democratic
revolution, and stated that the working class could only
achieve a direct socialist revolution in the imperialist era.

Trotsky said that in the imperialist era, basic bourgeois
democratic problems would be solved by a complete dictatorship
of the proletariat. He announced that rather than a democratic
revolution, there must be a socialist revolution from the
beginning in Russia for the purpose of establishing a "workers'
government without a king", that is, a "pure" working class
dictatorship.

Lenin refuted this opinion as follows:

"We will not give up to adventurism, betray our scientific
conscience, or hope for cheap popularity. We can say only one
thing, and we say it again. That is, we will devote all our
strength to helping all farmers so that they can carry out a
democratic revolution. By doing this, we make it easier to go
quickly over to the socialist revolution, which is the new
noble work of the proletarian party."

Trotsky advocated skipping over a developmental stage of
the revolution and opposed a socialist revolution at a time
in Russia when the tasks of the democratic revolution had been
resolved and a socialist revolution was scheduled. He set up
the adventurist slogan of simultaneous "world revolution"
against Lenin's theory concerning the possibility of a
victorious socialist revolution in one country, and called for
"world revolution" without regard to whether the time was ripe.

One of the great contributions Lenin made to Marxism was
to clarify the historic position of imperialism as the highest
stage of capitalism, demonstrate the principles of its unbalanced
development, and prove theoretically from this that a socialist
revolution could easily be successful, even under the existing
condition of siege by the imperialists.

Lenin pointed out the following:

"Imbalance in economic and political development is an
absolute law of capitalism. From this, we can conclude that
socialist victory is possible in a small number of capitalist
countries at first, and, what is more, in an individual capita-
list country."

This idea of Lenin's was a creative development in
Marxist revolutionary theory under the new conditions of imper-
ialism.

Despite this, Trotsky accused Lenin of "revising"
Marxism and raised the slogan of a so-called "United States of
Europe" against Lenin's theory.

In his "Program For Peace", written in 1917, Trotsky said
that it was impossible for a socialist revolution to win in
one country; this would only be possible in developed European
countries which had joined in a "United States of Europe".

In Trotsky's opinion, monopolies were more developed in
the imperialist era than before and "imbalance" was created in
socio-economic development. Since capitalism developed a
strong "world system" through this process, there was no
possibility of a socialist revolution in one country.

Trotsky denied this possibility and said that even if
the revolution were victorious, the Russian working class
would be unable to remain in power or transform their temporary
control into a long-term socialist dictatorship without the
direct national support of the European working class.

Thus, Trotsky said that he must fight for a "United
States of Europe", rather than for the socialist revolution in
Russia.

He said that the hopes of the working class must depend
only on the simultaneous explosion of a world proletarian
revolution, that they must all fight for "permanent revolution",
that is, a "revolution which rushes into war against reaction-
aries", and that they must "expand the revolution by taking up
arms and supporting revolts in adjacent countries".

Thus, he asserted that in the event the revolution won
in Russia and the proletariat seized power temporarily, they
must "expand the revolution to Europe" at once.

Trotsky said that problems can only be solved "on the
stage of a world proletarian revolution".

In regard to these assertions, Lenin pointed out that
they meant that "the working class was to fold its arms and
wait ... until the revolution was completed on an international
scale", and then move to the side of the bourgeoise.

Such adventuristic actions by Trotsky as calling for an
immediate simultaneous world revolution did not consider the
contradictions and weaknesses of capitalism and arose from an
overestimation of imperialist power and an underestimation of
domestic revolutionary strength.

Trotsky considered farmers reactionary masses rather
than allies of the working class and basically disregarded the
revolutionary role of farmers.

He said that in a socialist revolution, the working
class can only depend on its own strength, that there is a
"collision", even when favorable conditions for an alliance
exist, because of the conflict of interests and the class
differences with the farmers. He said that this conflict and
collision is even more inevitable in backward countries with an
overwhelming number of farmers.

Stalin said that Trotsky's view did not consider farmers
as a revolutionary force and did not consider the leadership
capacity of the working class in guiding the farming masses.
Stalin pointed out the following:

"This lack of trust in the strength and capacity of the
Russian working class, is the true origin of the 'permanent
revolution' theory."

The reactionary theories of Trotsky, who denied the
possibility of a successful socialist revolution in one country,
were completely broken down by revolutionary practice.

The correctness of Lenin's studies on socialist revolu-
tion was proven beyond the shadow of a doubt by the historic
victory of the October Revolution, carried out by the Russian
working class under the leadership of Lenin and the Bolshevik
Party.

Trotsky denied the possibility of building socialism as
well as the possibility of a victorious socialist revolution
in one country.

It was a very important question in practice as well as
in theory at that time whether it was possible to build social-
ism in one country.

Lenin firmly believed that this was possible, based on
his practical experience in revolution and Marxist theory, and
explained the way scientifically.

On the other hand, Trotsky said that this "paradise of
socialism like an oasis "could only be built in 'heaven,' not
in the 'hell of world capitalism.'" He openly opposed Lenin's
theories, saying that building socialism in one country was
"isolationist socialism" or "national communism".

One of the claims expressed by Trotsky here was his
"theory" on the development of socialist productivity.

Trotsky said that because of the "international" charac-
ter of productivity in the imperialist era, any one country
was unable to develop productivity or raise its technical
level with its own domestic strength alone and no support from
outside. He said that it was impossible for one country to
build socialism until socialist productivity conflicted with
"nationalism" and there was a collision.

Thus, Trotsky said that productivity could only be
developed in socialism when socialism was victorious in several
European countries at the same time, when a "United States of
Europe" was built, and when these countries were joined
economically.

Trotsky also said that building socialism might take
50 or a hundred years.

Trotsky distorted Lenin's ideas on building socialism
every day. He said that, "International revolution for two to
four generations or more and continuous joint activities are
inevitably required before true socialism appears on a founda-
tion of state-owned industry and collective agricultural
economy".

What is more, he said that building socialism in Russia
was a long-term project of at least three generations, even
after socialist revolutions had been carried out in the main
capitalist countries.

Stalin rejected this absurd opinion of Trotsky, who did
not see the superiority of a socialist economy, and said,
"Isn't it clear that these cowardly philistines who have set up
a prospect of 50 or a hundred years for building socialism have
a fickle belief in the omnipotence of a capitalist economy?"

Stalin pointed out the following:

"There is a clear and definite answer to the question of
the prospects for our work. We affirm that we have all the
conditions to enable us to build a socialist economy in our
country, that we can build a complete socialist society, and
that we must build it."

Trotsky called it a "dream" to build socialism in one
country under conditions of siege and the danger of military
aggression by capitalism. That is, building socialism is im-
possible when capitalism is predominant on the world stage,
because military aggression is unavoidable. Trotsky did not
recognize that the internal power of a country can build
socialism.

He said that repeated class wars and counter-revolutions
are a characteristic of the period of transition to socialism.
Thus, he claimed that socialism would be "swept away by counter-
revolution from within, interference from without, or both".

Trotsky mechanically set national defense against build-
ing an economy, and maintained that a country and its means of
defense, an army, could not coexist, because building the
foundation of a socialist economy meant the extinction of the
working class.

Stalin criticized Trotsky's views, indicating that in
the final analysis, they were a foolish assertion that "we
cannot build an economic foundation for socialism until there
is no need for armed defense of our socialist fatherland,
because we need an army if we are to defend our fatherland".

The Trotskyites' stand really showed their defeatist
character.

Trotsky's actual stand was demonstrated when he asserted
that the revolution in Europe had to wait, even though it was
natural, and that it would be bad to build socialism in Russia.

The Trotskyites slandered the Leninist line of building
socialism, calling it a "dream of slowly building socialism on
a weak foundation under siege by strong enemies". Yet, at the
same time, they engaged in evil activities to ruin socialism.

Trotsky came out with the so-called "early industrial-
ization", in order to ruin the socialist industrialization of
the USSR.

"Early industrialization" represented Trotsky's extremely
subjective desire for early, short-term socialist industrializ-
ation, without regard to the objective situation or the level
of productive development that had been reached.

What is more, he made the absurd assertions that
industrialization had to be completed in half a year and that
workers must be joined to production controls with "tight
screws of military regulations".

All of Trotsky's claims were intentional destructive
acts designed to ruin the building of socialism.

Trotskyites distorted the essentials of socialist society
and advanced the so-called theory of "equalization".

They explained that improvement of the peoples' material
and cultural lives under socialism brings social changes and
degeneration and this creates the danger of a return to capital-
ism.

They advanced the mistaken views that bolshevik work and
socialism were impossible in the USSR without a peasant class
because of this tendency, that socialism and improvement of life
and separate considerations, and that a peasant class would
always exist.

Stalin criticized these opinions as follows:

"When the capitalists are overthrown and the peasants
are freed from exploitation, the task of Leninists will be to
eliminate poverty and bring the peasants to an abundant life,
not to maintain and perpetuate poverty and the peasant class,
the preconditions for which will already have been eliminated.
It is not socialism, but a caricature of socialism, to think
that the individual demands of men can be reduced to the living
standard of the peasant class and that socialism can be built
on this basis. Men will rise up to an abundant life and they
do not want the peasant class or the peasant system to remain
on the basis of poverty and want."

The Trotskyites idealized the doctrine of the petit
bourgeois mean to an extreme degree and exchanged it for
socialism. They concluded wrongly that socialism meant only
a requirement for averaging, unifying and equalizing living
standards and individual demands. They advocated that all
means of production, and what is worse, all means of individual
livelihood in the country, go over to joint ownership. This
was a drastic distortion of Marxist opinion on equality.

Stalin said, "It is stupid and nonsensical to conclude
that socialism requires averaging, unifying and equalizing the
demands of all members of society and equalizing their individual
lives and interests ... with all wearing the same clothes and
eating the same amounts of one kind of food." He said that such
averaging and unifying was "a reactionary petit bourgeois
delusion, better suited to some sect of primitive stoicism
than the socialist society organized by Marxism".

The greatest mistake of Trotskyism was its general re-
jection of Lenin's theory of the dictatorship of the proletariat.
This showed its true reactionary character.

In describing the dictatorship of the proletariat, Lenin
said that it was a tool for national control by the proletariat,
a supreme form of democracy which brought democracy to the
majority of people and dictatorship to the minority of exploiters,
and a special form of alliance between farmers and the working
class.

Trotsky openly opposed the dictatorship of the proletariat
and engaged in vicious actions to destroy its embodiment,
soviet rule.

The main thrust of Trotsky's activities was to destroy
the alliance between farmers and the working class and tear
down the foundation of the proletarian dictatorship.

Trotsky was hostile to the farming masses from the
beginning. He said that a hostile collision would arise after
victory in the revolution between the advance guards of the
proletariat and the farming masses who had helped them to
seize power in the early stages of the revolution.

Stalin criticized Trotsky's views by saying that they were
merely underestimates of the revolutionary possibilities of the
farm movement. Such underestimates amount to a denial of Lenin's
theory on the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Trotsky engaged in all kinds of fanciful slanders in
opposition to the dictatorship of the proletariat and socialism
itself.

He said that the dictatorship of the proletariat was "a
bridge between socialist society and capitalist society" and an
unstable "temporary system". He said the dictatorship of the
proletariat was firmly established, but "we must speak of
changes in the victory of socialism". He said that socialist
society was a "conflicting society", full of social conflicts,
and that "further development of these daily increasing con-
flicts could lead to socialism but it could also retrogress to
capitalism".

Trotsky said that in a nation with a proletarian dictator-
ship, there was "a constantly changing relationship between
proletarian tendencies and socialist tendencies", and that the
dictatorship of the proletariat and the socialist system devel-
oped in a constantly repeating process of revolution and counter-
revolution, victories for socialism and returns to capitalism.

Trotsky's malicious distortions of socialism are also
demonstrated in his claim that a new class would arise under
socialism in a supreme class struggle.

While slandering soviet socialist society, Trotsky
asserted that class distinctions would arise under socialism
just the same as under capitalism, that there would be a
reversion to ruler-ruled relationships, and that a fight would
break out between the classes. According to Trotsky's theory,
"bourgeois elements" would inevitably grow and become stronger
even under socialism and "all existing relationships and habits
peculiar to bourgeois society would be reborn" and expand.
This was because differences in cash income would arise, de-
pending on the amount and quality of work, as production
developed and material wealth increased.

Trotsky said that it would be possible to have such re-
births of capitalism as the "contract system", the "reward
system", or the "merit system".

Thus, a new "ruling class" would arise under socialism,
such as the "aristocracy of labor", the "aristocracy of
cooperative farms", the "privileged class" and the "bureaucrats".
Society would be composed of "two opposing groups", the
minority "upper level, with special privileges" and the majority
"lower level, deprived of its rights".

Not only that, Trotsky said that following the develop-
ment of such social relationships in socialism, "acute conflicts"
would be created and "collisions would occur between city and
country, between cooperative farms and individual farmers,
between different strata of the proletariat, and between the
working masses and the bureaucrats". Thus, various groups of
society would develop through domestic conflict, social relation-
ships would change in counteraction through a constant, long-
term, unlimited domestic struggle, and society could never reach
any final equilibrium.

Trotsky also described socialist society as a society
full of hostile conflicts and struggles. He called for the
elimination of the principle of centralization of democratic
power and all leadership systems based upon it, the establish-
ment of "workers' committees", the elimination of "special
privileges" and preventive measures to avoid social conflict.

Lenin said the following:

"Each class has changed during the dictatorship of the
proletariat and their mutual relationships have changed, as
well. ..."

"By overthrowing the bourgeoise, the proletariat seized
power and became the ruling class. That is, they seized
national power, controlled the means of production which had
already been socialized, led the shaky interim elements and
classes, and quelled the increasing power of resistance of
the exploiters. These were all special tasks of the class
struggle; the proletariat had not brought them up in the past
and had no way to bring them up."

Stalin said, "Capitalist society is divided, because of
the serious conflicts between workers and capitalists and be-
tween farmers and landlords. Soviet society, which is now
free from the yoke of exploitation and the internal unrest
which arises in capitalist society, does not know such con-
flicts, but only shows friendly cooperation between workers,
farmers and the intelligentsia." Stalin showed that the
friendship, ideological and political unity and patriotism of
the people based on this common spirit were prime movers in
the development of socialist society.

Trotsky said that class struggle was a universal
absolute under socialism, and personally opposed the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, rather than the capitalist elements
in the brunt of the attack.

The theories of "a new political revolution" and a
"Second supplementary revolution", which increased the bad
name of Trotsky, opposed the dictatorship of the proletariat
and called for its overthrow. In a book called "The Revolution
Betrayed", Trotsky said that "the proletariat of one backward
country must carry out the first socialist revolution. For
this special privilege, ... the proletariat must oppose
bureaucratic dictatorship in a second supplementary revolution."

Trotskyites placed the newly emerging youth in charge of
this "second revolution". They had long since set the younger
generation apart within the party, calling them "the strata
which has been held back from the road to liberation" and "the
new force" worthy to take charge of "the second supplementary
revolution". They abused the enterprise of youth to realize
their counter-revolutionary purpose. Trotskyites moved to
direct action in 1924 with a plot for armed revolt against
soviet authority.

These facts clearly show that Trotsky was the center and
focal point of nonproletarian elements seeking to weaken and
overthrow the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Stalin exposed the defeatist stand of the Trotskyites
and indicated that they "overestimated the strength of capit-
alism, saw only that capitalism could be restored, and could not
see that we could build socialism by ourselves". Their
activities "resulted in making conditions easy for the restora-
tion of capitalism".

Also, in the question of strategic tactics in the
revolutionary struggle, Trotskyites set up an adventurist line
in opposition to Marxist-Leninist principles.

Trotsky emphasized only the subjective factors of
revolution and said that there must be a revolution, ignoring
or covering up the objective situation.

He said that the time was ripe for revolution everywhere
in the imperialist era and the subjective judgement that it be
used could be made as it was convenient. Trotskyites who were
captured by this extremely subjective vision incited reckless
activities, saying that "the key to the situation" was "in
the hands of the party" and that "periods of temporary unrest
in capitalism are only unused revolutionary situations".

Not only that, Trotskyites opposed both violent and non-
violent methods and legal and illegal forms of struggle in the
revolution. They advocated only "a vacuum" and reckless
rebellion.

Trotsky said that "the time has come in history for world
upheaval, that is, war and revolution", and that there could be
no tactics of advance or retreat in the struggle against the
bourgeoise. He said that in revolution, there was no way except
a rush to dare the adventure of revolt and agitation, no matter
what the circumstances.

As Engels indicated, violence is the mother of revolution.

Lenin said the following while explaining the tactical
Marxist viewpoint on rebellion:

"To be successful, rebellions must be based in the advanced
classes, not in groups or plots. This is the first thing.
Rebellions will be unsuccessful if they are not based on an
uprising of the people. This is the second thing. Rebellions
will be unsuccessful if they are not based on a period of
sudden change, when the advance units of the people are at
their peak and when the ranks of the enemy and friends of the
revolution who are weak and undecided are in the greatest dis-
array. This is demonstrated in the history of successful revo-
lutions and this is the third thing." Lenin continued,
emphasizing that rebellion was not something to trifle with, but
something to always consider seriously.

Lenin pointed out repeatedly that the road of revolu-
tion is not a long main highway. There can be no previously
arranged, fixed or unchanging measures or single method for
revolution. Revolution requires a high degree of flexibility
as well as firm principles. Sticking to principles in strategy
and tactics does not preclude flexibility in their application.

Therefore, Lenin said that the greatest dangers to a
sincere revolutionary are "overestimating the revolutionary
spirit and forgetting the proper conditions for success of a
revolutionary policy". He said that when one loses his reason
and acts recklessly because he does not know how to act flexibly,
building anew according to the environment and conditions that
have been created, he must fact ruin.

Trotskyites unconditionally refused legal struggle and
even criticized participation in legal organizations as the
first step in going over to the reactionary side. They joined
hands with the "recall faction" in the reactionary era of
Stolypin, and advocated the removal of the proxies of the
Bolshevik Party in the bourgeois National Assembly. They
persistently opposed party activities in reactionary organiza-
tions.

Such Trotskyite activities separated the party from the
masses, deprived the party of a legal stage for the struggle,
and ruined the revolutionary struggle.

The Trotskyites' extreme subjectivity and "leftist"
adventurism in strategic tactics was present in the problems of
the united front and unity of activity by the working class,
and in the struggle for national liberation of colonies which
were allies in the proletarian revolution.

Formation of the united front between all classes and
strata to secure unity in working class activities and jointly
oppose the enemy was an important principle of Marxist party
strategic tactics.

Nevertheless, Trotsky, who was unable to understand
its important tactical significance, unconditionally opposed
it, citing "class spirit".

Lenin pointed out that it was stupid to refuse to use
the conflicts of interest among the enemies and make compromise
with possible allies, no matter how weak or conditional, in
the urgent and confusing revolutionary struggle.

At one time, the Bolshevik Party formed the "Anglo-Russian
Committee", which was a bloc of Russian trade unions and British
trade unions for the sake of drawing the British working class
away from reformist trade union tendencies.

Stalin indicated that this cooperation was necessary to
being the working masses closer together, to enlighten these
masses concerning the reaction of their political and trade
union leaders, to revolutionize them and make them part of the
left wing of the working class, to cause part of them to
separate from their reactionary leaders, and to increase the
fighting capacity of the whole working class.

On the other hand, Trotsky maintained that the "Anglo-
Russian Committee" was not permissible under any circumstances
and advocated its immediate dissolution as a "reformist"
organization.

This weakened the revolution and was a help to the enemy
in the final analysis. It opposed the revolutionization of
different strata of the working class, separated vast masses
from the party, displayed deliberate hostility toward possible
allies and excluded them.

The extreme leftist adventurist stand of the Trotskyites
on the questions of unified action by the working class and of
the united front between the different classes and strata was
most severe in their attitude concerning the anti-fascist peoples'
front movement, which was developed by collaboration between
communist and socialist parties in the 1930's.

Trotsky opposed this movement on every side, producing
such fanciful slanders of the anti-fascist peoples' front as
"collusion with the imperialist bourgeoise" and "a defeatist
tactic giving aid to bourgeois dictatorships". He stood alone
for the "class viewpoint" and stuck to "the spirit of revolution".

The struggle for national liberation of colonies was a
component of the world proletarian revolution and was an
important link in the forces of anti-imperialist revolution.

Nevertheless, Trotsky held it in contempt, did not see
the importance of its role and position.

He maintained that revolutions for national liberation
were only one episode in the world socialist revolution and
could not presage a "new era of rebirth" for oppressed people.
He maintained that in the imperialist era, the working class
must not hesitate over revolutions for national liberation,
but must lay them aside and go forth only for the socialist
revolution. He claimed that this was the only way to gain
national liberation.

Trotsky said, "There is not, and can never be, a demo-
cratic dictatorship of workers and farmers". Since "bourgeois
reaction" is the principal manager of colonies under imperia-
lism, the only things required are "the force and methods of a
proletarian revolution".

This showed a basic disregard for the necessities of
revolutions for the national liberation of colonies, drew away
the subjugated colonial people who were an important strategic
second reserve force in the proletarian revolution, and weakened
the joint revolutionary base against imperialism.

Not only that, in considering farmers and national
bourgeoise as reactionary forces in revolutions for national
liberation, Trotsky plainly excluded them.

Trotsky could not see the revolutionary spirit of
national bourgeoise in colonial countries and placed them in the
same category as subjugated bourgeoise. What is worse, he went
so far as to proclaim them objects of the revolution. Thus,
he said that joining hand with the national bourgeoise was
"no greater aid" for the bourgeoise and called "reactionary"
and digging "a pit" for the proletariat.

Such views of Trotsky emphasized isolationism in revolu-
tions for national liberation of colonies to the workers, made
it more certain that they would have no allies, and, in the
final analysis, led to failure in the struggle.

The unpardonable crimes of the Trotskyites as betrayers
of the great work of the proletarian revolution were their
divisive and destructive activities to stop the party, the
international labor movement and the communist movement.

As Lenin pointed out. Trotsky was "a most evil schis-
matic" and "a representative of the basest sectarian".

The road he followed from beginning to end was one of
sectarian schism, opposing the Bolshevik Party and the inter-
national labor movement.

From the founding of the Bolshevik Party, he engaged in
sectarian activities in order to destroy the iron rules of the
party and the unity of its ranks.

Stalin indicated that as sectarianism, "the essentials
of Trotskyism were denial of the necessity for iron rules
within the party, approval of freedom to form factional groups
within the party, and approval of the necessity for forming
Trotskyite parties".

The first thing the Trotskyites did to further their evil
sectarian purpose was to come out in opposition to the central-
ization of democratic power, which was one of the principles of
Leninist party organization.

Trotsky called this "oppression" and "despotism" and
slandered it with the fancy that it had originated in "bureau-
cratization". He publicly proclaimed that he must be given
his freedom to ruin and crush the centralization of democratic
power. The Trotskyites actually dared to persist in anti-Party
activities which were contrary to party unity and regulations.

They were against obedience to party decisions and
regulations. They said that a Bolshevik was "a man who bravely
defends his own opinion alone, both within the party and against
its enemies. He makes up his own mind on each case and each
problem".

The characteristic of the Trotskyites' sectarian activities
was their hypocrisy.

While asserting their stronger support than anyone for
party unity in the open, behind the scenes, they were always
engaging in various activities against the party to destroy its
unity.

Trotsky always set himself up as existing above all
factions and meddled in "non-factionalism". Nevertheless, his
actual activities were for the sake of mustering all kinds of
factional groups to oppose the Bolshevik Party and its center,
Lenin.

Therefore, in speaking of Trotsky, Lenin said, "He is
called non-factional, but he is the representative of the
Trotsky faction". Lenin exposed the special character of
Trotsky's factionalism, saying "it approves the name of unity ...
and separates into groups in practice".

The purpose of the Trotskyites' sectarianism was always
to remove the revolutionary leaders of the Bolshevik Party and
take over the rights of leadership. With this evil ambition,
Trotsky sponsored activities to damage Lenin's authority and
create distrust of him. What is worse, Trotsky did not even
avoid spreading the vicious rumor that Lenin's thoughts and
theories themselves contained "degenerate and reactionary
elements".

Stalin said that Trotskyism was a plot to discredit the
leaders of Bolshevism, cause a loss of confidence in them, and
cause them to lose their honor. He indicated that nothing was
comparable to Trotskyism in slandering and cutting down Lenin
and Leninism. All these things clearly show that Trotsky was
a low usurper who intended to seize the authority of Lenin and
Leninism.

Trotsky engaged in divisive activities, not only in the
Communist Party of the USSR, but also in the international
labor movement and communist movement.

This is shown most directly in his sectarian and divi-
sive activities against the Third Internationale and its
revolutionary line, for the sake of destroying the unity and
solidity of the ranks of the working class joined under it.

From his first day inside the international party.
Trotsky, who longed for the "leadership authority" of the
international communist movement, acted to block or destroy
party lines and activities, rather than work for true progress.
On the occasion of Lenin's death, Trotsky openly raised the
banner of revolt, challenged the international party, and began
to break up the party and divide the ranks of the communist
movement.

As Marx indicated, sectarians "will use any means or
deception to achieve their purpose. Fabrications, lies, slander,
threats, and surprise attacks -- these are inborn habits with
them".

Trotskyites shamelessly advanced the ideas that "all
great movements started with 'factional groups' in old movements"
and that the labor movement could exist while not permitting
divisive activities, but it could not develop without factions.
They continued their evil sectarian activities.

After Trotsky was banished abroad, the Trotskyites'
sectarian and divisive activities to destroy the labor movement
and the communist movement entered a more insane phase.

In order to expand the base of their sectarian activities
against the international party, the Trotskyites raked together
turncoats from labor movements everywhere and spies and secret
agents bought over from imperialism. They did not even hesitate
to recruit known enemies of the working class.

In this way, they made up the so-called "Fourth Inter-
nationale" in September 1938. Trotsky's "Fourth Internationale"
was a sectarian group which took the name of "internationale".

As Stalin pointed out, the "Fourth Internationale", which
was a den of "counter-revolution, composed of spies and
destructive elements", operated from the first as a tool of the
imperialist bourgeoise, as a conspirator in their anti-communist
front, and as a detached force for division and destruction of
the ranks of the international communist movement.

The Trotskyites devoted themselves to such sectarian
activities on one hand and viciously slandered the true
revolutionaries, who held fast to the principles of Marxism-
Leninism and struggled for true unity and development of the
international communist movement, on the other. They called
such revolutionaries as Stalin "neutralists" and "compromisers".

Stalin said the following as he exposed these low
actions of the Trotskyites:

"In the labor movements of the world, Leninism is the
farthest left (in the original meaning of the term). ...
Therefore, Leninists are neither 'left wing' or right wing
within their own party. We are a Marxist-Leninist party.
Therefore, we will fight those who say they want to be 'more
left-wing' than Marxism or Leninism while masking their true
right-wing colors with 'left-wing' bluffs that we are leaning
toward opportunism and not fighting only the bourgeoisie within
our party."

The Trotskyites mustered their cats-paws from every
country and tried to divide the ranks of the international
communist movement from every side. They indulged in destruc-
tive plots and disturbances in order to block the activities
of the Marxist-Leninist parties and the development of the
revolution in certain individual countries.

As we have seen, from start to finish, Trotskyites were
the betrayers of the working class revolution and Marxism-
Leninism, and also the evil destroyers of the international
communist movement.

All the facts show that Trotsky's "leftist" opportunism
was a serious danger to the labor movement and the communist
movement, the same as rightist opportunism.

Trotsky was a defeatist at bottom, but his extreme left-
ist "revolutionary" words and his "frantic" attacks on rightist
opportunism concealed his true nature.

As Lenin indicated, "leftist" opportunism and rightist
opportunism are really twins turned around. If there is a
difference between them, it is that the "leftist" opportunists
are captivated by "petit bourgeois revolutionary spirit" and
lecture on adventurism. Their opportunist actions are hidden
by their "revolutionary" words.

Stalin said the following:

"Right-wing and 'left-wing' tendencies are illusions. ...
Persons drawn to Trotskyism are right-wing in character, but
they are only turned around, that is, they are right-wing
hidden by 'left-wing' talk."

Thus, the Trotskyites engaged in activities against
Marxism-Leninism behind the scenes with their extreme left
"revolutionary" words, and tried to destroy the great work of
the working class revolution. Nevertheless, they were unable
to block the successful progress of the international communist
movement and Marxism-Leninism in the final analysis.
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